—— — _ } w > 
br E——_— ——— - 
PY hs 
- 


LETTER 


ANSWER 


Ln —_—— 


Dr. Sherlock, 


In Vindication of that part of 


Joſephus's Hiſtozy, 


Which gives an Account of Laddvs the High-Prieft's ſubmit-{ | 
ting to Alexander the Great while Dariss was living, 


Againſt the 


To the Piece Intituled, 


Obedience end Submiſſion to the Preſent 
| Government. 


LONDON, 


— Princes for Thowas Fones at the VVhite- Horſe without 
Temple-Bar. M DC XCI. { i 


l 


/ 


'Q, 
/ # 
1s 
Pl J 
( 
» 
\ 


A 


TER 


_ 
WV 
po 
Pg 


D*SHER LOC Kk 
Ta Vindication of his late Book, Entituled, 


Tt: CASE of ALL ECIANCE: 


a, <1 ”- [4p "hy —— £ 


w- [7 
£ 


—_—  —  —  ——— _—_____—_— 


——— — ;, ;, ., OO © ee BY es wy 


mn ——þ 


b 


L. E ig T E R 
'Dr. Sherlock, 


In Vindication of that part of 


Joſephuss Hiſtozy, 


Which gives an Account of Laddvs the High-Prieſt's ſubmit-{ 
ting to Alexander the Great while Darice was living, 


Againſt the 


ANSMW ER 


To the Piece Intituled, 


Obedience end Submiſſion to the Preſent 
| Government. 


LONDON, 


Printed for Thewas Jones at the YVVhite-Horſe without 
+ Temple-Bar. M DC XCI. 


= .. 
f - 
PIE" 
4 _ ——— ; 
. 3 " * - 
: (ay 4 - 
| 1 % - * WR IRR 9 wo 44-4 . . @ +1 and ; 
h WOW ME, "TE : | 
# a * — 
k i | 
z - 
4 A. a 
* __- <4 — y G , 
: a2 : a i, <X-4 
IV Y ; 
Fa _ —_ — P 
, ”, 
$, #4 o 4 
. 9 - oo 
TT ' , 
buhancas Fa 2 - 4 
IA p-—— *% % 
pF ; 4 
Pann 4 "2 4 - S », "y 
3 ' : 
* *y 6? » k »r 
4 Wd, I 4 . 
_ ' rs 
\ - % ; q 
> [1 o no Y.=: \ 4 , 5 La 2 
? *. _. "SU Lag Sa + Av. at 
_— Þ OY £4 x 
i SH. pa p 
oy . Sw bd - 
" * 
\ $- (4 4 
S » = "% L ; e-'' 


, _ We - W- - 
” E 4 . on 
= P Wu, . ; 
[1 Ig YT _— 
2 Fs an * . 
£0 , % E ' ; 
1 _ \ = = 4 : ; 
« ) - ” i » LR) 
* D... 4 4 
' - - 
£ + » . o p 
GS # Y 
&4 - +7 . 
By” Wr2'y 
Ma Ft 2 ct - 
/ 7 =. , . * o 
. % P . 
A: . 
Pp + 
%. _—_ ; _ 
; TY >a oh 
! : * , 
40 4 *% 
Þ - 
. vu - 
F944 = A 1 
* my » 2 
1 WE 24 wo? *} : 
4 as 
Rd . 
4 , WE 
” 
, ol n 
4 hw 4 "wo; ©, —— = 
l 4 &s x ] 
* « 


: 
7 » 
x 
fr 


(1) 


LETTER 
Dr. Sherlock, «c. 


SIR, 
4 | Ou deſire. to know what I have to ſay to the Ob- 
: | jections that are made by a late Writer againſt 
the Authority of Joſephus, in what he ſays con- 
cerning the Submiſſion that was made to Alexander 
the Great by Faddus the High-Prieſt of the Jews, and 
| againſt the uſe that is made of it by ſome that have 
| written in Defence of the Oath of Allegiance to Their 
Magjeſties. 
Firſt, Againſt the Story it ſelf; the ObjeQor ſaith, I: i 
very ſuſpitions, on two accounts : Firſt, That xo Author be- 
ſides Joſephus and his Followers, mention any ſuch thing. 
| Secondly, He ſets forth the difficu/ty of reconciling it with 
"Y Chronology: To which he adds, That there are ſeveral 
In:onſiſtences in the Story it ſelf, 
Secondly, The ObjeQor ſaith, That if the Story were 
true, yet it would not prove the Point for which it is at 
leaged. | 
- | B To 


(2) 


To conſider what he: bringeth under theſe Heads, we 


ſhall begin with what he faith of the /»ſpiciouſneſs of the 


Story. To prove this charge, his firſt Argumeat is, be- 
cauſe zo Author beſides Jolephus, and thoſe that had it 
from him, mentions or takes notice of any ſuch thing. 

This Argument lyes againſt all that Foſephns has writ- 


ten of the Jewifh Afﬀairs, within the Hiſtorical time of 


the Heathens,except what he takes out of Scripture, or out 
of the-Books of the Maccabees ; for we have no other Anci- 
ent Jewiſh Hiſtory. If there had been any other Jewiſb 
Hiſtorian that had written the things of Alexarder's 
time, and {aid nothing of this Story of Jaddus, nor of Jad- 
aus himſelf, (for his living then is queſtioned by our Ob- 
jeqor,) then indeed there had been great occaſion to ſay, 
_ that their ſilence had made this Story ſuſpicious. But 
when there 1s no Jew;ſþ Writer that pretends to write a 
Hiſtory of thoſe Times, in this caſe to argue againſt the 
Authority of Joſephus, only- from the ſilence of Heather 


Hiſtorians ; this ſeems to be very unjuſt and unreaſonable._ 


Who knows not that the Heathens generally contemned 
and hated the Jews, as. being not only Revilers of their 
Gods,but Enemies to all the reſt of Mankind? Hence it came 
to paſs, that thoſe Writers he mentions, have ſcarce ever 
named the Yews in their Hiſtories. But 7oſephus deſign'd 
nothing more than to give us a Hiſtory of the 7ews. 
How then ſhould his Credit be impeacht by the ſilence of 
Heathen Writers? Eſpecially in a Matter which they 
would be ſure to conceal, for that very reaſon that he had 
to mention it, namely, becauſe it made for the honour 
of his Nation. 

It was the ſame reaſon, that they had to paſs by all the 
Miracles of Chriſt and his Apoſtles. Should we therefore 
grant the Story of theſe to be ſuſpicious, becauſe the Hea- 
#2en Writers of thole times take no notice of any ſuch _ ? 

Y GC. 


——— 
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We ought to take heed of ſuch Arguments as an Adver- 
fary may make uſe of againſt the Goſpel it ſelf. 

Bur if it were true that our Objector here ſays,that thoſe 
Heathens tell us the clean contrary to that which we have 
from Foſephws, there might be ſomething in this contra- 
diction, tho not in the ſilence of Heathen Writers. But 
perhaps the ObjeQor might mean, that the Account of 
thoſe Hiſtorians is contrary to that of the Author, againſt 
whom he writes. For this Author, as he cites him, (I 
know not how truly,) ſaith, That from Tyre Alexander 
came diretly to Jerulalem. That indeed doth not agree 
with the account. that is given us by the Hiſtorians he 
mentions. But Joſephas doth not ſay this : He tells us, 
That Alexander having beſieg'd Tyre ſeven months, and 
then taken it, came forward to Gaza, and took it after a 
Siege of two months; and then haſtened to Jery/alem, 
which ſubmitted to him, as alſo did the Neighbouring 
Cities, This conſiſts very well with what we” read in 
thoſe Hiſtorians : For tho they agree, that from Tyre he 
went direaAly to Gaza, yet after the taking of that City, 
they do not ſay that he went preſently into Egypt ; He 
might ſtay long ouge to go to Jeruſalem, which was a- 
bout Fifty miles diftant, and receive the Submiſſion of 
that and the Neighbouring Cities, before he went into E- 
£ypt. Ifay he might well do this, according to Diodor's 
Account, who faith, * That having ſettled things about * Dindor. 
Gaza, afterwards he ſent away Amyntas with ten Ships 5 Et. 
for Macedonia, and then went with his Army into Egypr. yt 
This being not contrary, but very conſiſtent with the Ac- = ei 
count that we have from Toſephns, there is no farther cauſe y wk mane 
of ſuſpicion on this head. | 

'The next is the difficulty of reconcilins it with Chro- 
nology ; Nay, this is not all the Objector tells us, for he 
faith afterwards, there are difficulties that have perplext all 

B 2 Chronologers : 


(4) 
* p. 11, Chroxolegers : And at laſt, * There are” i#{uperable difh- 
calties in this. Story. Where are they? For I confeſs L 
do not ſee any difficulty.. He tells us, in the Ages of the 
perſons, pag. 9.. Mighty Ages,. not in the leaſt mentioned by 
any Hiſtorian : Namely, that Sanballat lived to above 145, 
and Jaddus to above 124. years. of age. 

But doth Joſephus ſay this? Not in- words, nothing 
like it. But it muſt come to this, if the ObjeQor reckon 
true. And if he miſreckons for Joſephus, he deals as ill 
with the Scripture, only he doth not charge it with /uſp#- 
tion on this account. But according. to the Scripture, as 
he underſtands it, Ezra muſt have lived to a much greater 

Age than either of thoſe before mentioned... | 
*p. 17 The Objector* will have Ezra born about ſix. years-be- 
fore the Babylonian Captivity, and to have ſeen the firſt 
Temple yet ſtanding ; and 59 Years after this, viz. in the 
firſt year of Cyrus, to have return'd from the Captivity. So 
chat then Ezra was 65 years of Age by. his reckoning : 
From thence.ta the ſeventh year of Artaxerxes Longimanu:, 
are ſeventy nine years ; ſo that then Ezya muſt have been 
One hundred and fourty four years of age, according to our 
ObjeCtors account. And yet 1t is certain, that in that year 
of Artaxerxes, Ezra made a Journey from Babylon to Jeru- 
*E2r-7- falem *; andit is as certain, that: he lived 13. years after 
that, namely till the 20th. of Artaxerxes; and then, accord- 
ing to our Objector, he mult have been 157 years of age ; 
* veb. 12. and yet, as old as he was, that very year * he led the Fro- 
36, 37- ceffion up Stairs and down Stairs about the Wall of Jeru- 
ſalem. He might live many Years after this, as we may 
judge by his ſtrength of Body in that. Exerciſe. But if 
hedyed that year, being 157 years old, as he muſt be by 
the Objectors reckoning ; he that finds no difficulty in this, 
or takes no notice of it, for fear of reflecting upon Scrip» 
eure, ought not to call that Story in Teſephus. Suſpitions, 


becauſe 
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becauſe of the difficulty of reconciling it with Chronology. 

But in vain do Mea talk of reconci/ing Differences, where 
there are none but of their own making. They that take 
Ezra to have been born before theCaptivity,judge ſo for this 


* reaſon; becaulc it is ſaid, That he was the Son of Seraia * p. 8. 


the High-Prieſt, that was kill'd before the Captivity - But 


in.like manner,Seraia is there made * the 17th. from Aaron, * y.7.r. 
that lived near a thouſand years before. The meaning of *© 


theſe words 1s, that Seraia was deſcended from Aaron, (and 
ſo Ezra was from Serata,) not immediatly, but with others 
between,that are not mentioned. And ſo Johanax the High- 


Prieſt is called * the Son of El;sſþib, who indeed: was his. and 


Grand-Father, and his Father was * Jehozada, that is not 22. 
there mentioned. This is a common way of ſhortning * 12: 29. 


_ Pedegrees, which if the ObjeQtor had conſidered, he would 
not have run himſelf into that difficulty of Ezra's Ape, 


which, tho he takes no notice of it, is much greater than 
thoſe are of which he complains. 

And yet theſe that he complains of are Difficulties of his 
own making, and proceed only from an eager deſire to find 
faults in that Story 1n Joſephus. If this had not-blinded his 
Eyes, he might have ſcen, that, admitting that Story to 
be true, yet there-was no neceſſity of making either Jaddwe 
or Saxballat live to ſo great an Age. | 


Firſt for Jaddus, who (as he ſaith) muſt have been 1 24. 


years old at the taking of Tyre, the ObjeQtor proves. his 


Age by theſe ſteps.. 
Firſt he takes it for granted, that. Jaddus was High-Prieſt 


_ atthe time when the Book of Nehemiah was written ; but. 


he takes this only as * probable, and therefore by. his own 
confeſſion, all can be but probable that he builds on it. . 
Next for the time when that Book was written, . it 
muſt have: been before. Nehemiah dyed ; that is certain. 
But when did he dye ? The ObjeRor tells us from Brier, 


_ that: 


« 12, 
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year of Longimanus, who reigned 
41 Years. But to what end doth he tell. us this? For he 
himſelf could not believe it, as appears by his Words. For 
ſaith he, I rhink the leaſt we can allow for the time of Nehe« 
miah's living after he ended his Book, 4s 30 Tears ; and it 
is very probable it was much more. Well, ſay but 3o Years, 
and account that upward from the time of his death ac- 
cording to Briet; and then Nehemiab's Writing of his 
Book will be in the 11h. Year of Artaxerxes, that is, his 
Book was written 9 Years before any of thoſe things 
happened that are written in it. Now this I think the 
Objefor could not mean, and therefore he doth but a- 
muſe us with that 1dle (aeaton. : 

Howloever, as if he had prov'd ſomething by this, he 
infers from it (I know not how) that Jadans was High- 
Prieſt the laſt Year of Artaxerxes. Grant him this, and 
he has no more to ask. For then, Jaddus being 30 years 
old, to this add 94 (which is the time from the death of 
Artaxer xes, till Alexander's:coming to Jeru{alem,) and then 
Jaddus, at that time Jokphus faftens this Story, muſt have 
been 124 years old. Q. E.D. 

But tho I do not ſee which way he proves this, I ſee 
very clear Reaſons to the contrary, which T think are un- 


that he died the laſt 


.an{werable. 


Firſt, That the Book of Nehemiah was not written, till 


after the death of Artaxerxes Longimanus : Secondly, That 


Jaddms was not High-Prieſt at the Death of Artaxerxes ; 
nor probably: born then, nor loag after, till the end of Da- 


11144 Nothnas.' 


Firſt, ThatNehemiahdid not write in any part of Ay- 
zaxerxcs's Reign, but either in or after the time of Dar;#s 
his immediate Succeflor : Thus is certain ; For in his Book 


* ch, 12, 2e mentions * the Reign of Dariws the Perſian. T think none 


22, 


will ſay he did this by- the-Spirit of- Prophecy. But to 
"1 come 


( 7) 


come nearer the point, Tinfiſt upon it, that he writ after 
the Reign of Darius. So the Hebrew words ſhew, thar he 
writ when that Reign was expired ; for there it is ſaid, 
That the Heads of the Levztes, and alſo the Prieſts, were 
recorded, wy" mna%--5y over or throughout the Reign 
of Derims.It appears, that the words are fo to be underſtood, 
by what followeth in the next Verſe,where it is ſaid, that 
the Heads of the Lewites were recorded in the Book of the 
Chronicles p71 199-7 till the days of Johayan, that is, till 
he came to be High-Prieſt. I take Nehemiah's meaning 


in thoſe two * Verſes, to be thus in ſhort: Having given + y.22,22; 
account * of the Heads of the Prieſts that were in the * Ne 12. 


time of Jeſbna the High-Prieft, and afterwards || of them 
that were 1n the time of his Son Jo;akimz; having allo given 2r. 


account || of the Heads of the Levs#tes that were 1n Joiakim's Ip G. - 
: 4 25 
time ; he thought ſome account would be expeRed of 25. 


them that were 1n the days of the following High-Prieſts : 


Therefore he inſerted theſe * two Verſes, wherein he tells * 12223. 


us, That as for: the Levztes that were in the days of El;« 
aſbib, Joiada, Johanan, and Jaddua,the Heads of thoſe Lewites, 
and alſo the Prieſts, all that were in the Reign of Darzs 
Noth, were recorded in the Book of Chronicles ; but af- 
terwards the Prieſts were not recorded, but only the Heads 
of the Levites ; and thoſe, only during the High-Prieſt- 
hood of El;aſhib and Joiadz who were then dead, but not 
of Johazan, who it ſeems was then newly come to be High- 
Prieſt, when this Book was written. - As for Jadaua, he. 


is mentioned, both || here,. and before || in this Chapter, y ,. 22. 
not as. being High-Prieft then, (how could he in his Fathers || v. 19. 


_ days?) butonly as being then living, and Heir apparent of 
the. High-Prieſfthood ; ſo the words are underſtood by the 


moſt Learned ||Primate, who was as wella great Chrono- 1 Ufir. 


loger, as a good-Textuary.. Tags 
It may befaid, thatifthis Tnterptetation'be true, _ 
| ml 


-- Ann, A«eMe 


our Objecor. 


ty years. 


Lt 


}| Neb. 13. 
28. 


nour ; that 1s.certain. 
twentieth year of Artaxerxes. 

» xeh. x3. dyed the ſame year; for his Son Elzaſhib [| was High Prieſt 
to at the time. when the Wall of Jera/a/em was building. And 
he was High Prieſt || in:the 32d.: year of Artaxerxes. E- 
liaſþib continued much longer, as I underſtand it ; -but ſup- 
ole he dyed that very year, there muſt be ſome time al- 
owed for his Son Jozada after him, and then for his Grand- 
Cluld Johaxar;. tor both theſe were High-Priefts, as has 


—— 
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-»iah muſt have lived to a very great Age. No doubt he 
did-ſo ; for he was Cup-bearer to King Artexerxes, in the 
2Cth. year of his Reign. We may ſuppole Nehemiah to 
have been then about 25 years of Age ; after that, he li- 
ved to ſee the High Prieſthood paſs from Father to Son for 
four Generations.: And heſaw a fifth coming in view, 
namely Jaddua,whom we ſuppoſe to have been then about 
50 years old. All.this might very well be, if Nehemiah 
were born 470 years before Chriſt, and writ in the year 
347 before Chrift, Then he was about 104 years old ac- 
cording to our- reckoning, which 1s not ſo incredible an 
Age, as that of Ezr's being 157 years old when he went 
in that clambering Proeeſſion according to the account of. 


Secondly, For Jaddus his being High-Prieſt at the time of Þ 
Artaxerxes's Death, which our ObjeQtor makes the ground 
of his.Calculation, I have ſhewn he has no ground for his 
affirming of this, and'that might ſuffice for an Anſwer. 
But belides, that it is grouadlels, it is alſo; highly impro- 
bable. Forif this had been true, there muſt have been li- 
ving and dying no leſs than 5 High Prieſts in one dire& 
Line, from Father to Son, in the ſpace of two-and twen- 


Eirſt, His Grand-Fathers Grand-Father Jozakim, was 
4 v.12 High-Prieft within the time while Nehemiah || was Gover- 
28. But his Government began in the 


It appears, that Jozakim 


been 


(.9 ) 


been already ſhewn.. But after the 324. of Artaxerxes, there 
were but cight years more hefore:the end of his Reign. We 
have ſcarce known a Change of five: Popes inthe,cime that 
this Obje&or allows for ſo many to come and go in a He- 
reditary Succeſſion : And then the Age of Faddws being. 
conſidered, (of which our ObjeQor fairh when: he came 
to be High-Prieſt, The leaft we can allow is 30 years, and is 5s 
very. probable it was much, more : ) Tit was but 30 years,then 
the Age of 701dkins when he dyed, mult have been at leaſt 
go years ; his Son Eliaſhib at leaſt 62 ; his Son Jojada near 
70; his Son Johazan near 60 ; andeach. of theſe, as the Oh- 
jector faith, ir # very probable much more ;-and tqur of theſe 
Faſt have been born when their Fathers were but 20 years, 
old. If any one of theſe things did not happen, then our 


..- Objecors ground-work fails ; but that all things happen'd 


thus, I think there. is no probability, . | 

But on the other hand, there 1s, nothing improbable in 
that Account which I offer'd before : - Jadds, might have 
been born any _.year before his Father Johanan came to be 
High-Prieft, (at which time I conceive with very good 
ground the Book of Nehemiah was written ;) .and yet Jad- 
dus might have been mention'd as he.1s,1n that Book. But 
I ſuppoſed him born 30 years before,  1n, compliance with 
the moſt Learned Primate,who. reckons that.-Jaddus might 


be about 83 years old at his Death. So he judged by com- A.M.3602 


paring the Scripture together with Joſephys's Antiquities. 
I attribute very much to his judgment -in theſe Matters : 
But not to reſt upon that only, Thaye alſo conſider'd_ the 
years of theHigh-Prieſts above-mentioned, They are record- 
cd in the Chronicon Paſchale but I'think better in Georgia 
Syrcellus ; who tho he doth not quote, his Author, yet is rea- 
ſonably preſumed. to have tranſcribed them from Julins 
Africanns ; an * Author that lived” little "more; than 1c 
years after Jcſephus, and living in the fame. Country, 
ARES might 


z * 


F- CE '\to |) 
might have his Information from them that knew as 
well ' as. Jo/ephas himſelf. In placing © the years of 
theſe Prieſts, I begin from the Death of Jaddvs, who is 

# 7o/. Art. {aid || to have died about the ſame tume with Alexander the 

#. #58: Great: Reckoning from- thence upwards, the Death of 
To:zakim will fall in the 207th. year of Artaxerxes; which ex- 
atly agreeth with the Account of his Death that I have 
given from Scripture. And indeed there- is nothing ſaid 
of any of theſe Prieſts, cither in the Holy Scripture, or in 
Toſephss, but what very well conſifts with the Account of 
their years that is given us in this Catalogue. That you 
may the better judge of this, I have given you a ſhort 
view of their Years, compared with thoſe of the Kings 
of Perſia, as they. are in Prolomy's C anos. 


Yaars before Beginnings of Perſan Kings, 
Chriſt. _ and of Iewiſh High-Prieſts, 
445 — In Niſan Nehemia came from Su/a for Jeruſalem ; 

After his coming nent pp mn ales, 
4 — His Son Elzaſhib High-Prielt, 34 y. 

424 —. DARIUS Nothas, 19 y. 

4lo — TJoiaaa, 36 y. | 

405 — lHaddss born.. | 
ARTAXERXES Mzemon, 46 y. ] 

374 — Jobanan 32 y. Nehemiah writ his Book. 

| | In Tohanapn's time Bagoſes was Governour. 

359 — OCHUS, 2t y. | 

342 — Jaddus, 20 y. 

338 — ARSES, 2 y. | 

336 — DARIUS Codomannns, 4 y. fol! 

He ſent Sarballat to Samaria.. 

332 — ALEXANDER takes Tyre and Gazz. 
Teruſalem yields to him. | 

330 — Darius dies. | 

323 = Alexander dies, and Iaddus. _ Having. 


C 1) 
Having ſhewn that the Age of Jaddus has no difficulty 
4n it, we are next to conſider what there is in the Ages 
of Sanballat and 9g E | | 
For the firſt of theſe, he is ſpoken of by Is/ephus, with 
that-care which one would have thought might have pre- 
vented this. ObjeQtion. For whereas the ObjeQtor pro- 
ceeds upon a- ſuppoſition, that the Sazballat in Toſephns, is 
the-ſame that was the Adverſary of the Jews in the twen- 
tieth year of Artaxerxes; and if that were true, then 1n- 
deed he mult have been (as the Objetor would have fiim,) 
much above 120 years old in A/exaxder's time ; to prevent 
all ſuſpicion of this, Tofephus deſcribed him by thoſe Cha- 
racters by which we may be ſure he was not the ſame Say- 
battst. However, the ObjeQtor is pleaſed to (a) ſay, That (4) p. 9. 
Ioſephus doth mot intimate any ſuch thing ; be doth more than 
intimate, he tells us plainly in his Deſcription ; Firſt, That 
this was a Chuthean, of that Race from which the Samar:- 
zazes came,that(b)is, from Chatha beyond the river Exphrates; (b)7:{. Ar. 
and farther, (c) that this Man was ſent to be Goyernour of, IK js 
Samaria by the laſt Darius, who was driven out by Alex- 9. 14. 
ander the Great. Now who would have thought that this(d) (455: 5-7. _ 
Chathean ſhould have been miſtaken,for theMoabite of(e)Ho- CImING 
ronaim; whom Nehemiah found there in Paleſtine 100 years 3, 5, 34. 
before in Artaxerxes his time ? I call Nehemzah's Sanballat a © 
Moabite,for he is join'd with T5; the Avamonite ({almef *-* FINth.re 
oft as he is mentioned: Andas Nehemiah obſerveth,(g) Tum gy x;b.r5. 
_ the roy were particulariy forbidden to marry with 1, 23. 
Moab and Ammor ; lo heh) gives inſtances of the breach of ()11.4.28. 
this command in the Prieſts marrying. into the Families 
of Tobia and Sazballat, That Horonamm was. in Moab, T 
have ſhewn above in the ( /ee e) Margent. 
For the ſtrangeneſs of it, that there ſhould be two of a 
Name ; that would not have ftuck with the ObjeQor, if 
| he had conſidered that there Were. two fe 
- 7 = , ' three 
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"three Dartyſes in his 'view. |-Buit' thoſe Were: Kings, and 
*hey might tike Names ffor-bnie/anbther;'* Togo lower 
cherefore, .he might haye found two'Ezr Sand two Vehe- 
*1ithstn"thofe"tinks ;" 6fte ofexch (came ap Fom'Captivi- 
ty with Zyrobabel/and againone of each was in theGovern- 


'* ment almoſt 'Ohie tundted'years after. There is no ftrange- 


neſs in 'this, but thatany 'Man''fhould'be 1o' ſenſeleſs to 
_—_ theſe ty Pairs were/but one 'Ezz4 and 'one-Nehe- 

Laftly, For Manaſſes Brother of Tzddus, Toſephus faith, That 
he marryed a Heathen Woman, NVzcaſo the Daughter of 
Sanballat the Chith2ap, which occaſioned a Breach between 
the Brothers, and thereupon a Schiffrin the Church : This 
Mazaſſes Tetting up another 'Femple at "Mount G4riziz: in 
oppolition 'to'that at Teruſalem. The 'Obje&or, to find a 
fault | in this Story, makes many. For, Fjrf, He con- 
founds this Brother of Taddss, with his Uncle.that+is men- 
tione$Þby Neb2iah, [inthe end of his Book. Ne#emia there 
calleth Hliti; oze of the Sons of Toiada the Son" of Eliafhib rhe 
Hieh-Prizft, which is plain caoughto ſhew, that he was 
younger Brother of Ia the'Father of Jaddus: But no 


| matter for that. . The Obje&tor to. make, Toſephus a Lyat, 


P: 6. 


makes bold with the Scripture (it ſelf : He is pleasd'to 


| mite Bu Uncle” of Taddus the Nathe of *Manxſſes, which 


e»:iah never thought of : And he will have this Man to 


be Brother of 7adans ; he calleth him ſd as oft as he menti- 


ons him: And the Wife that he marryed, who was Daugh- 
ter of Sa»ballar the' Horonite, mult be the ſame with Vicaſo 
the'Dabghter of Sarballat the Chuthean. And'in conſequence 
of all this T/ephus'muſt be a Liar, . who writes of things as 
done in the time of Da#i#s Codomaniths, which were done 
1ong before (as our Obje&or faith,) in the time of Ariax- 
erxes Longimaiits. al Tn 
_ But with his leave, 1o/epbus knew What he writ, as'itap- 
d $2 T8 | | | pears 


C 13 ) 
ys by his fixing the time of this Story: There was no 
date of time better known among the Tews, than that of the 
building of their Temple'at Ferx/alem ; nor among the S4- 
"»aritans, than that of the building of the Temple of Ga- 
7izim. They remembred nothing more, than the de- 
ſtruQion of their Temples: It was a thing in every ones 


mouth, Our Fathers worſhip*d in this Mount,faid (a) the Wo-()tbn iv. 
"man of $4z#zria'to our Saviour. - And no doubt,if they had © 


any Records or any Hiſtories, the times of theſe things 
were chiefly 'remembred in them : But it was within 200 
years of oſephns his time, that the Tempk at Mount G4- 
r:2im was deſtroyed by Johannes Hyreanus. Tt happen'd-at 
a memorable-time, being ſoon after the Death of Antivchus 
+ Prus, (which was'in 'the year before Chrift 130,) then 


that Temple was deſtroyed, faith Toſephus,(b) 200 years af-(? 0: 15: 


ter the building of it. -How long that Temple ſtood, and 
whe it was deſtroyed, none knew better than the Sama- 
ritans themſelves. And as they were Enemies to the Tews, 
"ſothey muſtÞe'particularly to that Author, who provokes 
them as oft as he mentions them. How 'then durſt. he 
have put it in their power to diſprove. him, as they cer- 
tainly would, if this had not been true ? I take it therefore 
forcertain,by their account as well as his, (accounting 200 
years upward from the deſtruQtion,) that their Temple 
was built in the year before Chriſt 430, which falls in 
the. time of Alexander the Great, and not as'the Objett- - 
or would have it, in the time of Artaxerxes Longimanus. 


What faith the Objeftor to this ? He /c) tells us from (17. 4nr. 
David Ganz, That the Tewiſh Chronologers do affirm, That *""17- 


the Teniple os Mount Garizim was built long before the times 
of Alexander ; and that all the time of Alexander,Simeon Juſtus 

was High-Prieſt ; which Simeon was the Grandſon of Taddus. 
4Þ he ObjeQtor tells us afterwards, That Calviſius, aud not 


exly he, bat all Chronelogers, find Toſephus's Errors _— a 
| akes 


(14) 
Pakes eoncerning thoſe times ſo many and groſs, 4s would make 
ary Man that atted upon Principles of Sincerity, very fearful to 
Þn-;4 ar Example taken out of him in Matters of Prattice. . 

I believe the ObjeCtor ai?s upon Principles of Sincerity 
in other things ; notwithſtanding that he ſeems to forget 
'them in his Quotations. In theſe I muſt needs ſay, he 
gives great ſuſpicion of the contrary, by omitting thoſe 
words that make againſt him in his own Authors: Of 
which I ſhall give a clear proof by and by, and I doubt 
not you will find the like 1n other places of his. Book. 

But whereas he bringeth all Chronologers on his ſide 
againſt Tſephus, he ſhould have excepted all the Beſt, both 
Ancient and Modern; and among them particularly our 
excellent Primate, who followeth Joſephus in every part , 
of this Story. I allow hint indeed the Tewiſþ Chronolo- 
gers, Who are as muck the Enemies of Toſephas as he is 
himſelf; for they .have the ike quarrel againſt him, be- 

cauſe he breaks all .their Meaſures. If | 

But yet the Jewiſh Chronologers will not help the Ob- 
jector in his Cauſe. They will not make Iaddns live to 
124 years of Age, and Saxballat to 145, They are fo far 

- from that, that they ſcarce allow either of them any Age. 

(4) Ganz, For they .make (4) the whole time of the ſecond Temple 

P-57-8 64 at Ierufalem, "till the ſixth year of Alexander the Great, 
to be but 34 years. And 1n that fixth year of Alexander, 
they ſay that he came up againſt Jeruſalem; and that Iad- 
aus the High-Prieft, and all the Elders of 1/rae/ came forth 
tohim; and that they made a Covenant with Alexander 
(tho* Darius was then living.) This Story fills up moſt of 

(©) p- 59: that/e) very page,that our ObieQtor quotes in his Margent. 
Only there the High-Prieſt is called Szzeon the juſt, But 
that this makes no difference in the Story, he might have 

(N5anp. ſeen in the paſſage (f) next before, where Gazz tells us of 

50. this S;eoz the jutt, that his name was Jaddua. And = 

te 


(15) 


the building of the Temple at Mount Garizim, which as 


the Objeor ſaith,/g) The Jewiſh Chrozologers affirm to have (8) p.10+ 


been built long before Alexander's time : His Ganz tells us, ' 


(4) that ſome of their Writers have ſaid ſo; but he diſproves (1)p.6-.6- 


them, and affirms of a certainty, that it was built in 4- 
lexander's time, and by his permiſſion. - He doth indeed 
confound the two Sarxballats, the Chuthean and the Horonite, 
and makes Mazaſſes to be the Prieſt that was depoſed in 


Nehemiah's time. This might be excuſed in a Jew, that .,_ 
reckons that A& of Nehemiah but 4 years before the Reign y.s6, --, 


of Alexander the Great: But.is not to be allow'd one that 
reckons one hundred years between, and takes upon him 
to corre&t Toſephus by Chriſtian Chronology. 

But befides theſe difficnlties in Chron»logy, which I have 
proved to be none; the Objetor ſaith, there are ſeverat 
Inconſiſtencies in the ſtory it ſelf, noted by Salian. 

That Jeſuit was an Enemy to the very name of To/e-- 
phus, for Scaliger's fake. But without engaging 1n the- 
quarrel between them, T take the Inconſiſtencies as. they 
ly here before me. | 

Okjett. The firſt is, that Toſephus faith, the Phenicians and 
Chaldeans, who followed 4lexander, when he came againlt- 
Teruſalen;,thought to have plunder'd the City. Now faith the 
ObjeCtor, How ould he have Chaldzans i» his Army, when as 
yet he had not taken Baby/oz, nor come near to Chaldea ? 

Anſwer. He might have C»ya!deans in his Army, of thoſe: 
whom: he had taken at Jſus, many of whom turn'd over 


to Alexander, and ſerved him, as he (i) told Darins.in his?) Arian, 
Epiſtle. But I confeſs I know not why theſe. Chaldears je, {;. 


ſhould be named together with the Phenicians, as if theſe: 
two Nations ſhould be eager for the ſpoils of Tersſalem, 
above all the reſt that were in Alexander's Army. There 
muſt be ſome particular reaſon for this eagerneſs in theſe 


two Nations above others : And that probably —— 
their. 


G 


there 15 no Inconſiſtercy. ( 

The next thing might very well have been ſpared ; for 
there is no Incoaliſtency in it. That the Iews when they 
| had found favour with Alrxazger, ſhould ask the like fa- 
i vour tor their Brethyen. that were in Babylon, and Meaia. 
14 . Thoſe Countreys, tho A/exander had not yet conquered, yet 
| it could not. be doubtei, that they would be ſhortly in his | 
hands. And that Iaddys askt favour tor them, and that 
1! Alexander granted it, or rather that he promiſed .1t, {for {o 
It; <<: + the Greek word fignifyeth ;) They.are much to ſeek for. 
it Faults, that can find them in ſo. clear a paſlage as ns, bh 
ut 


— oy eh 
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But fuch another 1s that which next followeth, viz. 
That the Army was aſtoniſht to ſee Alexander worſhip 
Jaddas. Well they might: "Though it was but Civil Wor- 
ihip; it was a wonderful thing, that ſo great a King 
{ſhould give it to-a Prieſt, or to any other humane Being. 
But the fault is, that Zoſephus ſhould put it in Parme- 
#i0's Mouth to ask Alexander, wherefore he ſhould adore 
another, that was himſelf ador'd by all. It is judg*d by 
Salian, and the Objector, an inconfiſtency, to ſay that A- 
lexander was ador'd, or that he believ'd himſelf the Son of 
Jupiter, before his coming into Egypr, &c. Yet thoſe Lear- 
ned Men could not but know that adoration was paid to 
Eaſtern Princes, that did not believe themſelves the Sons 
of Jupiter. It was ſo far from this that it was not con- 


fin'd to CrownY Heads. Joſephas * tells us in this Book, + of. Ang, 
that Haman, being the King's Favourite, as oft as he came xi. 6. 


to Court, had adoration paid him by all, as well Stran- 
gers as Perſians. How much more {hould it be paid to 
Alexander himſelf by them of the conquer'd Nations? No 
leſs than the Mother of Dari#s, when ſhe was taken Pri- 
ſoner at Iſſus, and Alexander came to give her a Viſit, re- 


ceiv'd him * with this Ceremony. She perfornt'd it in- , p, 
deed, by miſtake, to Hepheſtion that came with him, be- cx. 


cauſe he made a better figure, and when ſhe underſtood 
her miſtake, was much out of Countenance, till the King 
himſelf told her it is no, miſtake, he is Alexander. But 
I have not read that he told her he would not be treat- 


_ ed with that Ceremony. It ſeems therefore he did ſuffer 


himſelf to be ador'd, even before his going into Egypt : 

And therefore what Joſephus tells us, of Parmenio's ſaying 

thoſeWords,might be true for ought we know ; howſoever 
he might have ſaid them without any Inconſiftercy. 

The things in theſe two laft Anſyers are fo plain, that 

I cannot think how it came to _ that the ObjeQtor did 

not 


( 18) 
not ſee them :: unleſs it be that Joſephus had offended him 
{0 much, that he was too greedy of ObjeQtions againſt him, 
and did not regard what might be ſaid in his viadication. 
In this angry humour he runs on. in.the next page. 
And there he calls in Calviſizs: to: be his ſecond. | 
He could not have found a fitter Man to take his part. 
For he had a quarrel of his own againſt Jo/ephus, for 
writing ſuch things. as. would not conſiſt with his Chro- 
nology. But that was Salzger's fault, that had. crampt 
that part of his Chronology, by beginning Dazxiel's 70 
Weeks in Darius Nothus his time. In conſequence of that, 
he muſt make Nehemia's Artaxerxes to be Memon inſtead 
of Loxngimanus :: And the Darius that he mentions muſt 
not be Nothas,. but Codomannns: And if Nehemiah liv'd till 
Codomannus his time, ſo might his SanbalMF} as well: And 
then why. ſhould not the Prieſt that Nehemiah depriv'd, 
be Manaſſes,. the ſame that is. mention'd in Joſephus? All 
this both Scaliger and Calviſins are for. and our Objector 
if he pleas'd might have quoted them for theſe things. 
But then his Arithmetick would have been of no uſe :. For 
Sazballat's 145 years would have been. but fourſcore, Ma- 
zaſſes. might have been a young Man, and Jaddns of middle 
Age ;. and.ſo there: had been an end of all his 1»/uperable 
difficulties... Thoſe two learned Men were ſo far from {ce- 
ing any difficulty in the Story of 7addus, as Joſephus tells it, 
that they take it for unqueſtionable Hiſtory. But why then 
doth- the ObjeCtor bring in Calviſias,. as if he were of his 
ſide in this Argument? He will ſay he doth not, here 
15 no mention of 7addus, Very. well, but here are hard 
Cenſures on Joſephus, which being brought. in in this 
place, tho' they do not belong to it, may - ſerve. as well as 
if they did : Though Calviſius intended them for things 
wherein 7oſephus differ'd from him, yet the Reader may 
zpply them to that S7ory wherein he agreed with _ 


( 19) 

If the ObjeQtor dealt candidly in this, he doth not ſo 
always. We have a great inſtance of the contrary in his 
ſhufMiing and cutting with theConvocation-Book. He againſt 
whom he writes had urg'd the Example of Jaddus, for 
ſomething which the Objector doth not like ; and to give 
the more Credit to it, he faith (as here he is quoted) that 
; whether the ſtory be true or no, the Convocation ſeems to be- 
| lieve it, He gives very good reaſon to judge ſo, berauſe 
| they have inſerted part of it into the Convocation-Book. They 
have indeed taken in all that the Objetor throws qur, 

concerning Saxballat, and Manaſſes, and Faddus ; And they 
| * exprelly quote Joſephus for it as their Author ; though by , ,,,... 
\ making his Sazballat the ſame with Nehemiah's, it appears chap. 30. 
that they follow Sca/zger and Calviſius in their Chronolo- ?: 53: 
gy. Bur for the Story, which is ſo much” conteſted by 
our Objector, they not only take it for an undoubted 
Truth, but they Reaſon upon it as to matter of Practice. 
| Our ObjeCtor ſaith well, that Mex that have any care of 
'- Their Souls will hardly venture to att upon one ſingle Example, 
and that alſo voucht bat by a ſingle and ſuſpicious Author. They 
may do well to think of this, that go in untrodden ways, 
and yet damn all them that will not follow them. But 
it is upon the ſingle Example of Jaddus having ſworn to 
| Darius, that the Convocation faith, that the Jewiſh High- 
| Priefts were bound to the Kings of Perſia by an Oath, 
| when they were made High-Prieſts. And they add this 
* judgment upon it, that if any Mar affirm — that Faddns + cours... 
the High-Prieſt did amiſs in binding his Allegiamee to Kjng can. 30. 
Darius by an Oath, or that he had not fnn'd if he had refus d* ** 
(being thereunto requir'd) ſo to have ſworn — he doth greatly 
err. It isplain that they affirm this upon one ſingle Ex- 
| ample, and that alſo voucht but by a ſingle Authority. 
They do indeed profeſs they do not * hold it Canonical nos 4. ,.. 
| more than the Books of the Maccabees and other ancient Hi p. 64. 
D 2 ſtoriographers ; 
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(20) 
floriographers ; but neither did they judge it (as our Ob- 

jector doth) tobe of Suſpicions Authority. 1 
He was aware how-much their judgment would be-pre- 
ferred before his, where he differs from:them. And'there- 
fore finding:them againſt him. in all he hath ſaid'of the ſuſ- 
piciouſneſs of this Story, he is now for compounding the 
Matter. As far as this Story will make on his fide, he 1s 
content they ſhould believe it ; provided they will give-up 
that part of it for which he hath rejected the whole. That 
is, he is content they ſhould take Foſephws for a good Au- 
thor, only as far as-his Authority makes for the not-{wear- 
ers. Ancaſy Reader may be perſuaded to-this ; but not 
without ſome ſhew. of proof... And therefore he tells:you, 
they of the Convocation mention, and thereby approve, 
 Faadushis Aniwer to Alexander, That he had ſworn Allegi- 
giance #0 Darius,. and therefore could not wiolate his 'Oath ſo 
long as Darius lived. From hence the Objettor infers, that 
their ſenſe 1s, That a» Oath of Allegiance was binding to 4 
Prince ſo long as he lived, aud had not -givenup hisright, tho 
he was beaten inthe Field, and fied before his |Enemies. This 
is what the Objector would have. But the ſenſe of the 
Convocation will beſt appear by their own words ; and 
* conver, thus they go on * with the Story : Alexander by Gads Pro- 
«Oap-31- oidence baving vanquiſht the Perſians ; (that is, having * 0- 
»1b.ch.59. verthrown Darius the King of the Perſizns, upon which 
the Monarchy of the Grec:ans began,) the Jews amongſt ma- 
ny other Nations became HIS SUBJECTS. He dealt favour- 
ably with them, releaſt them of” ſome Payments, viz. from pay- 
ing Tribute on the Sabbatical years, and granted them 1i- 

verty to live according to their. own Laws. 

Theſe laſt are the words of Joſephns in that very Chap- 
ter which was quoted before in the Convocation Book ; 
and the things here ſpoken, were done by Alexander then 
when he was at ern/a/em, two years before the Death of 
| Darins. 


C1) 


Darime. Inconſequence hereof, the Convocation declare 


their *-Canon, That if any Man ſhall affirm, ="That the Jews * cn. +1. 
renerally, both Prieſts and People, were not the Swbjets of A- P- 67: 


lexander after his Authority was fetled among them,as they had 
Leen before the Subjetts of the Kzngs of Babylon and Perſia, — 
he doth greatly Err. What the Convocation did mean by 


the ſetting fan Authority,they ſhew® in theſe words,v4z. * Coxver. 
when ut 1s etther gexerally rectived by Subjett's, 0! ſetled C.3Z1L.p.67. 


by continuance.” The DisjunCtive is as plainin theſe wards, 
asit is in thoſe of Biſhop Buckeridge's, which are fairly 
quoted by the ObyjeCtor, p. 27. but not fairly repeated in 
the bottom-of that page. Tr was plainly their Judgment, 
that both theſe were not neceflary, brit that cither. of the 
two might ſuffice, for the Tetling of an Authority.” But 
Alexander had one of the two, . that is, the general ſub- 
jection of the People ; whereupon, without the other,they 
were his Stbjedts according to the Convocation-Book, as 
much as they had been before the'Subjets of Parizi;though 
he was yet hving. 00 A F: OO WT 


But this will not go down with the Obje&ar. He faith, 
Fur the other part of the Story,. of Jaddus /wbmitting to Alex= 
ander while Darius was living, the Convocation.take no notice 
of it. | They do-not name Fatdzs indeed. But what faith 
he to theſe * words, that the Jews gererallyboth Prieſts and 
People were the Subjects of ALEXANDER ? Thoſe words 
ſeem to be intended chiefly of Jadaus, at leaſt they take 
him in among the Prieſts and People. But then faith the 
Obje&or, 2t. doth not any where appear, That they (the Con- 
vocation,) thought Darius was then living; No : Doth it 
appear, that they thought what they writ ? Their Book 
faith, He by flight eſcaped, when his Army was diſcomfited. 
And tho they do not ſay, he was hving 'when Alexander 
came to Fern{alem, yet no Learned 'Man can 'be = 
| ” Thar. 


( 22) 

"That he lived two years after this. But the Convecation 
were not concern'd whether he were living or no, any 
longer than while the People of God were under .his Do- 
minion: The Changes of Governments over the Jews, 
was the thing which the Convocation were to conſider. 
And now upon this Change of Government, they tell us, 
That the Jews, both Prieits and People, being Subjetis of 
Alexander, (whether Darius was living or dead,). they 
were bound ta pray for the long life and pone Ai both of Alex- 
ander and his Empire, as they had been bound before to pray for 
the long life and proſperity of the other Kings and their Kjng- 
doms, while they lived under their Subjetion. Therefore 
when they were no.longer in ſubje&tion to Darius, it 
was all one to. them whether he were living or dead. 


From what hath been ſaid, the Anſwer is plain to his 
Queſtion, concerning Submi/fion to 4 Poſſeſſor of Power, not= 
withſtanding an,Oath to a lawful King, who ts alive, and inſifts 
upon his right, whether it be argued from the Story or 
Hom the Copvocation-Book? It may be from either or both, 
for ought that he hath ſaid to the contrary, : The Story 
Hath been clear'd from all ſuſpicion of Falſhood, That he 
hath endeavour'd to faſten upon it. The Conyocation- 
Book hath ſpoken for it ſelf, and hath much more to ſay ; 
but this little is enough to ſhew our Objetor, that he 
might better have let it alone than brought it into this 


Controverſy. 


After all he comes to this, that grant the Story rruc, jt 
is not to the purpoſe it 35 urg'd for. How 1o? Becauſe this 
of Zaddus 1s a ſingular and exempt Caſe. What he did was 
by c/pecie! Revelation from God ; who, as Joſephus lays, 
appear'd tio him in a Dream, ani warn'd him to ſubmit to A- 
lexander, aud ja meet him un that ſolemn manner as he wy 

| - 
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He is aware, that there is a prejudice again this : 
namely, 'That Prophecy was then departed from the Jewiſh 
Charch. This is certainly true : Malachi having given 


them * warning, that the next Prophet that ſhould come, + ,, ;. 
would be Elzazs. But the ObjeQtor ſhifts off this, by telling 3. 


us, That whey there were no more Prophets, yet ſtill there 
was an inferior degree of Prophecy, which laſted for a long time, 
«s the Bath Kol, and probably ſome other way, as by Dreams, &C. 


To. make way for theſe, he tells us, it was always the 
Cuftom in the Jewiſh Church, in caſes of great Extremity, to 
have recourſe to God for ſome expreſs Revelation what they 
ſhould do. This is more than. the. Fews-knew, or they. did 


not think of it, at that time * when Judss Maccabars being *.7 Met. 
ſlain, there was a great affliction in Iſrael, the like whereof 


was not ſince the time that a Prophet was not ſeen among them. 
For then they took meer humane Counſels, without look- 
ing for any expreſs Revelation. That in ſuch Diſtreſſes, 
they uſed Faſting and Prayer, was to ſeek God for Deli- 
verance, as hath been uſed in all Ages. And thus Joſephus 
tells us, the Jews did at this time when Alexander was 
coming againit them. 'They faſted and prayed for a De-- 
liverance.. Thus. far there is. nothing ſtrange in- the. 
Hiſtory.. 


But then mark. what follows. The next night God' ap 
pear'd to Jaddus, and order'd him ſo todo; that 1s, ſo as he 
told us before, namely, zo ſubmit to Alexander, and t0 
meet him as he did, Here he would make us believe we 
have a Wolf by the Ears, for whether we admit this, 


or deny it, we are in his danger either way. If we deny 


this part of the Story, why may. not- the. ObjeCtor as well 
deny all the reſt ? But if we admit it, then it is+ who!lj 
beſide the purpoſe : For ſaith. he (with his uſual — 

zf 


Rs 


27++ 


1} theſe: Gentlemen will 


vine Revelation. 


a 


bem us any expreſs Revelation for 

what they do,. as Jaddus - prodigy er fomething: But 
till: they can fhew that, this Example, if true, will do them 
0 ſervice. He hath oblig'd me ſo much with this Com- 

| plement, that I cannot chuſe but admit, that here was 
au 'expre{s Revelation, But I cannot. grant him: his Conſe- 
quence, till Þ ſee how it follows from the Premates. Tn 
order. to this, he ſhould have told: us. what Revelation it 
was that Jaddas had, and what uſe it was for : And then 

have ſhew'd that. we have the hke occaſion, before he 
had. required. us to ſhew the hike: Revelation. But fince 
he is {o ſhort in-his account of theſe things, EF muſt be 
the longer, 1n conſidering them more particularly. 


Fir/t, Take every, thing as the Objectof would have it, 
namely, that Faddus had a Revelation from God, that he 
ſhould;S.U BME'F:to Alexander, though Darius was l1- 
ving;:and notwithſtanding his Oath by which, as Jaddus 
formerly thought, he was bound to the contrary. If 
Tadans was then 1n the right concerning the Obligation 

. of his Oath to Darizs, the, thing that he was zow put uport 
was the.-hoxruble {tn of Rebellion, aggravated with per- 
jury,-and-whatſoever elſe the ObjeQor thinks fit to load 
his Brethren with : only this of Jaddys he tells us was a 
fingular and exempt Caſe, for he was put upon it by Di- 

But even 1n this caſe; there would 

have been ſomething elfe neceſſary . to-:engage the people 
to go along with him 1 this ſubmufſion. . For fince now 
they were to: look for no- Prophet more, tilt che coming 

of Elias, as Malachi * told them, but were left under a 

{tri charge to remember the Law of Moſes with the Statutes 

#xd Judements ; this change of their Aliegiance from Da- 

rins to Alexaxaer, being as the ObjeCtor will have it, Re- 
bellion and, Perjury, than which nothing can be mor 
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trary to the Law of God ; how could Jaddys hope 
to bring them-to this, by telling them only that he 
had a Revelation from God? He could not pre- 
tend to it, without making himſelf as great a 
Prophet as thoſe were: by whom thoſe Precepts 
were given. And then he mult prove it, by ſhew- 
ing ſuch ſigns as thoſe former Prophets did: O- 
therwiſe the Jews were {ſo far from being bound 
to believe him, that they were to look upon him as 
a falſe Prophet, and as ſuch. to put him to death. 
We ſee how ready the Jews were to Execute this 
upon our Saviour, as oft as he ſeent'd to teach 
any thing contrary to their Law, though he aid 
prove himſelf a Prophet by the working of Mi- 
racles. But Fo/ephns doth not tell us, that Jadadus 
did any Miracle; (if he had, we ought not to 
have believed him ;) and yet the Fewjh Church 
at that time, was ſo far from floning Jaddys for 
pretending this Revelation, that they all join'd with 
him in: ſubmitting to Alexander, even while Darizs 
was living. And therefore we may be. ſurg, that 
this Revelation was not againſt their common and 
' ſtanding Rules, as our Objector would have it. 


Tt. was fo very agreeable to them, that if the 
Matter of the Revelation were as he reports it, 
there could be no reaſon given why Jaddas ſhould 
have a Revelation, but this, that God ſaw it ne- 
celſary for the correcting of that former Error of 
Taddus, by which, if he had run on ir, and ſtood 
out pertinaciouſly againſt Alexander, (as fume do 
againkt "Their preſent Majepiesy it had been a cer- 

tain 
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tain way to have deſtroyed the Jewjfb Church. 


. Bleſſed be God, that hath preſerv'd our Church, 


by letting us ſee, that our Submiſſion is ſo agree- 


able to the Rules of our Religion and to the Prac- 


tice of his Church in all Ages, that there is no 


nced of proving it to be our Duty that. way which 


the Objetor requires, namely, by ax expreſs Res 


velation. 


But what if there was nothing of Submiſſion 
to Alexaxder in the Revelatioa that was made to 
Jaddus? Then thoſe words , upon which all his 
Argument moves, namely, the words 'T O S U B- 
MIT, were thruſt ina by the Objeftor. If he 
did this by miſtake, he may eaſily correct it, by 
reading the place in Jo/ephns. There he will find 
nothing of any Revelation. that Jaddus had to [ub- 


mit and to meet Alexander: There was. -no :occa- 


fion for it. For thus far he had determin'd ak 
ready, before the Prayer and Faſting, upon, which 
he had this Revelation, Theſe are Joſephis his 
words ; Alexander having taken Gaza, made haſte to 
£0 up to Jerulalem. The High Prieſs Jaddus. upox 
the hearing of this, was in an Agony of fear ; being 
. at his wits end. to think how he Toula ME ET the 
Macedons ; the Kyjngz being angry at his Diſobedi- 


ence formerly. It ſeems he was reſolved to have no - 


more anger on that account, but ro make his Peace 
by an humble Submiſſion - And therefore. he was 
in care how. to meet the Macedons, faith Toſephus. 


Who thus goes on, having therefore order'd the Peg- 


ple to make Supplications, and himſelf with them offer- 
ing 
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3ug Sacrifice to God, he beſought him to protef# the N.* 
tion, | aud to deliver them from the imminent dan- 
gers, It 1s plain, that theſe were Prayers -for De- 
liverance, and not for a Revelation, as the OQbjeor 
is pleas'd” to ſay. But was there not a Revela- 
tion after this ? Yes, it follows, That after the 
Sacrifice, whe he was gone to bed, in his ſleep, God 
bad bim be of good courage; and let them Crown the 
City, and open their Gates; and for their ME E T- 
ING, (which they had reſolved before, but were 
in care how to do it, fo as might move the Kings 
favour or compaſſon,) Let them 20, (faith he,) the 
ri in White Garments, but he with the Prieſts in 
thoſe Veſtments which the Law hath preſcrib'd, and be 
confident they ſhall ſuffer no evil, for that God will 
provide for them: Here is every word of the Re- 
velation; in which, God that belt knew what a 
Dream he had ſent ro Alexander before his coming 
out of Macedonia, now orders Jaddus to put him- 
ſelf into that Dreſs in which Alexander had ſeen 
him in that Dream. This was a likely way in- 
deed to ſtrike an awe into the - Conqueror, and to 
make him reverence the Prieft of chat God by 
whois Condatt he had gotten thoſe Victories. 
And it had chat effect, as Joſephus tells us, 4- 
/exander did acknowledge this was he that firſt in- 


' vited him over into Afia. TI ſaw bim then (laith he,) 


in the ſame habit : = IT never ſaw any other in ſuch 
a Robe: And now ſeeing him, and: remembring my 
Dream, T am ſatisfyed. it was God that ſent me on this 
Expedition, &C. 
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It zppears that Jaddus had a direftion from God! 
in what manner he ſhould meet Atexander, fo as. 
not only to pacify his wrath, but to recommend: 
himſelf into his favour. For the Command of Sub- 
miſſion,. which is not in Tofephas, there was no need 
of that, for the People had determined to ſubmit, 
being not able to- reſiſt, But if it had'been as the 
Objector imagins, yet it would do him no Service, 
as I have ſufficiently ſhewn: And therefore af- 
ter all that he hath ſaid, this Story of | Jaddus af- 
fords us a very good unqueſtionable inſtance of the 
judgment of the Jewiſh Church in his Age; that 
it is. lawful to ſubmit to a Prince that comes in 
by Conqueſt,. and that it is our Duty to pay Al- 
legiance to him as his Subje&ts, when he 1s ſet- 
led by. the general conſent of the People,.-not- 
withſtanding an Oath to. a former King who is 
yet living. { x 


One thing the Objector hath to ſay againft 
this, which I think was put out of it's. place, and 
ought to come in here for a Reſerve. In caſe 
it appear'd that the Story of adds was not only 
true, but to our purpoſe, then it had been time 
for him to tell us, that all this is nothing to- 
him and' his party. They care not what Jaddus 


did, they know what they will do. He faith this | 
in. effeQ, in the following * words, The Pradtice of 
the High Prieſt in that corrupt State. of the Jewiſh 
Church, will not ſiznify much to us, 
in this, than in their other Immoralities. . 


and no mote- 
This 
WAS. 


4 adage rt abated . Fen rn/i95 Nga 


(29) 
was frankly ſaid, but I think not very ingenu- 
oully. 


Firſt, He ſpeaks as if Jaddrs were ſingle in 
this A& of Submiſſion ; when it is evident, 
that the whole Church of God at that time, went 
along, with: him : And the Jews gen-rally, both Prieſts 
and People were Subjefts to Alexander, in the words of 
the Convocation Book. 


He tells: us of that corrupt ſkate of the Fewiſh 
Church in Jaddus's time : This th "* All Ss 
ent Writers ſpeak of thoſe times as the beſt that 
ever were under the ſecond Temple. The Charch 
was. much reform'd by thoſe excellent Men that 
flouriſhed in the Age next before; namely by Ne- 
hemiah the Governotr, Ezra - Prieſt and Scribe, 
and Malachi the laſt of the Prophets. At this ve- 
ry time, beſide Taddus himſelf, whom the Jews 
* make the laſt of the Men of the great Synagogue ; * Ganz, p. 
there was allo B-aſira, as * they tell us, a ſhi- - = 
ning Light to the J/raclztes, and one that much 4g. © 
advanc'd the honour of our God. After them 
was Opias the High-Prieſt, and: Is Son Smon, 
whole praiſe ſwells a * Chapter in Eccleſiaſfticus. , 
His branding of thoſe excellent Men, and the 
Church of God in thoſe times, may teach us to 
bear the Characters he gives us the more patiently. 
So likewiſe, when he faith their Practice wil ſeg- 
wifie mo more t0 us in this, than in- thei? other Immo- 
ralities, The meaning is, there muſt- be other In 
moralities in_ them that differ from him in his 
| | Pont. . 
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Point. .,;So, here we have a Teſt, to try who are, 
and who are not honeſt Men. 


Yet I dare be bold to ſay, he never found 1ad- 
aus charged with any - Immorality whatſoever. 
Nor . we have npt found him .1n any Error but 


' this, that | he: thought himſelf -bound to : Darius 


while he was living. . This was an- Error indeed, 


- if he meant as the Words ftriatly ſignifie.. - For 


* p. 19, 
20, 21, 


an Oath of Allegiance to any King, can bind 
one no longer than while he is that King's SubjeQ. 
It doth not bind, faith the * ObjeQtor, . ta caſe 
of Ceffion or Submiſſion. Nor, ſay other Divines, 
in Caſe of Conqueſt : 'And Iaddus, when he be- 


came ſubjet to Alexander, was plainly of this 
Tater Opinion, by which he explain'd or correQed 
what he ſaid formerly. ET” 


Now Taddus being a Man of that high place 


in the Church, of ſo clear a Repute ever fince 


in all Ages; what ſhould make the ObjeQtor and 
his Party (which I hope is not great) make ſo 
light of ſuch an emjnent and venerable Example ? 
He tells us Iaddns becoming 4 Subjeft to. Alexander 
contrary to his Oath, is no more a Pattern for us to 


follow, than Eliaſhib's building a Chamber in the 


Temple for Tobla, is an, Argument for us to att 
contrary ta the expreſs Laws of God. This is home 
to the: purpoſe, and being faid at the firſt, might 
haye ſav'd him and me all this trouble. 


Now 


Now all the Queſtion is, whether Jaddys . at- 
ed contrary to: his . Oath to Darizs, in - becoming 
a Subjet. to Alexander. To judge aright: of this 
Queſtion, we muſt conlider what Circumſtances 
he was in at the taking of this Oath,. - and how 
they were chang'd at the time of his ſubmitting 
to Alexander. - | aid 7d Je gd - + | 


Firſt, He was a Subject to Darius before the 
taking of this Oath : and by it he gave no ot!ic: 
right to Darins, than what - he had before, . he 
gave him only a. greater aſſurance. - _ '- 


_ Secopdly, The right that Darizs had. over the 
Jews, was no other than what deſcended to: him 
from Cyrus: An4 that was by his Conqueſt -0- 
on : the Babylontans, - ; that were” their ': former 
ords. CRY J ft: | 


 Thixdaly, That -right of Conqueſt being defcended 
to this Darivs, was -won- from: him: by, Alexander, 
that had overcome him in War, and ſo made 
himſelf Lord of that Country, .and ſo - Alexander 
now had the ſame right to their Allegiance which 
Darius had before. 


Fourthly, His right to their Allegiance - being * 
ceaſed, their Oath to him was of no Obligation : 
But they were as free, and had as much reaſon - 
to pay their - Allegiance -now- to: Alexander, 4s 
they had formerly to Darivs or Cyrus. 


This 


m 7” NO 


|| This ſeems to be the ground that Iaddus went 
-upon. And if it was, he had reaſon to think he 


did not -contrary to his Oath. For he kept it to 


the lift, till there was no ſuch King as he had 
ſworn ts: And then, having no Reyelatioa to 
Guide: him, he yielded to the Providence of God, 
in ſubmitting to him that had won the Kingdom 
trom Darizs. | 


The Obje&or - having ſaid, becauſe he will 
have it fo, that this -Submiſhon of Taddus was con- 
trary to his Oath 3 goes on, and compares it 
with that Fa& of Ezaſhib, which the Scripture it 
{elf faith, was contrary to expreſs Laws of God. 
And therefore he would have us take heed of 
following Taddus for our Pattern ; as if -we were 
as well aſſurd of what he faith, as ie are of 
what we read in the Scripture, 


| He values his own Opinion too-' much, that 
would impoſe it upon others at this rate. 


And yet he that will not ſubmit to it, falls un- 
der all the heavy Cenfures of his Book. They 
muſt be Deſerters of Principles, .and guilty of Re- 
tellion and Perjury; and why not Should we 
think to come off better than Taddus who is 
condemned already, and with him all the Tewiſh 
Church of that Age. But all other Churches of 
God have done like them, as oft as they have 
come into their Circumſtances. 


( 
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T. do not except that which he 'fills/his Book with 
namely the Jewiſh Church in Tehoiada's time; for they 
were 1n much different Circumſtances, as I doubt 
not you will ſhew. He cannot pretend to ſhew, 
that any. other Church hath done - otherwiſe then 
that under Iaddus, which he hath condemned; al- 
ready. He will ſhortly ſee, that they are all againſt 
him in this Cauſe; and then we are to' expe&t 
the like Judgment upan all Churches, Jewiſh and 
Chriftiav ; unleſs the Objeftor think better, and 
change his mind, or at leaſt //forbear ſuch unjuſt 
and uncharitable Cenſures, which I wiſh he may 
both for his own and for the Churches: ſake: 


\. This I hope will be the Fruit of your Anſwer 
to his Poſtſcript, which is carneſtly expected by 
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Tour Friend and Serwant. 
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A Catalogue of Books ſold by Thomas Jones 
wrt » \'the White-Horſe without Templc- 


f. YIR John Chardins. Travels into Perſia, &c: 


H. 4 Moral  Efay npon the Soul: of Man : Contain- 

Ing, 1,, The Prefegence due to the Soul above the 
Body, from the reaſon of it's Spiritual and Imimor- 

. tal; Nature. - 2, Of. our Duties of Religion and of 
Morality, whether towards God, whether towards 
our {clves, whether towards Man, and: of: our 
Duty of all Goſpel Self-denial ; which reſult from 
the manner how our Souls Are and Operate in 
our Bodies under the Viſible Empire of: God. 
3. Concerning our Duties of Time and Eterni- 
ty, of the preſent Life and of the Life to come, of 
the - preſent World and of the World to come ; 
which reſult from the manner how our Souls 
ought to be out of our Bodies, firſt of all; and 
then 1n our Spiritualiz'd Bodies after the Univer- 
ſal ReſurreQion. Ofavo. 


NI. A Pious Office for fick and weak Perſons ; 
wherein many Dire&ions and uſeful Inſtructions 
are given them; with Supplications, Prayers, 


and Meditations, proper tor their Condition: 
Oct avs. 


# 


AC atalogue of Books, &c. 


IV. ' Weeks-Exerciſe. Twelves; 


V. In the Preſs, A choice Colle&ion. of Leſſns 
for 2 and 3 Flutes. With an Addition of Aires, 
in Three Parts, for Yiolins, &c. 


